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Jocg whith S h*« °? ?y ? f P r °P° S2d budget for fiscal year 
J2? which has already been sent to Mr* Robert E. Motlev 

1*^?J S ^ ra H Ve Assistant for 3aslc Research, National V * 

H f alth * He will submit It shortly 

to Mnfi Ce 0f i,? ava i* Rescai,ch * Also enclosed is letter 
asking him to increase item 3, under travel. 

The material i have been using is designated as 1-methvl- 
lysergic acid diethylamide, it bears the Sando* code ‘ 
number mLD- 41, Lot No. 060001 273001. . . “ ' 

thit a of P J l ?r IC ?S 0l ? Sy in ^ cates toxicity is about equal to 

as LSD in The material is 3*7 times as active 

k inhibiting serotonin, it is pyrogenic in the 

? ut , less so than LSD', m mice it is said to produc* 
e?f^? IniR, ' al c J?f^ ation and no mydriasis, in the catf 

2 Htt J e different than those produced by LSD, 
but studies are not complete. * 

though incomplete, indicates that the - 
P roduces ejects in man somewhat like LSD, but 
1s less P°5 ent « it induces mydriasis, elevation 
ir. blood pressure, facilitation of deeo tendon ref leys 

rt«« U ! Ual , C0 2 S 5 el J ation of LSD “ lika subjective systems. 
nn %? ose ^ ec iuired to induce a Grade 3 reaction Is probably 

of LSD.° rCer ° f ^’ 6 njC3 */ K3 * as compared with 2 raeg./kg. 

hltartrnt^J^TD K^™*** 0 1 cetyl -lysergic acid diethylamide 
hi tartrate ULD-52) and Pyrrol idid of d-lysergic acid (LPD-82L) 
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fro the Abramson-Jarvlk questlonna Ire, and assessment of 
the degree of the reaction by the clinical grading system 
previous I ydescr Ibed. Methods of handling these data have 
been previously reported# 

Results# The results are shown In the accompanying 
table and are suggestive of a reduction In the Intensity 
of the LSD reaction# They show a reduction In every aspect 
of the LSD reaction measured. The differences between 
the response seen after BOL plus LSD and those seen after 
BOL-pIacebo plus LSD reached staffs t lea l significance In 
the case of effects on the knee jerks and on blood pressure, 
but were not significant on measurements of pupillary size, 
number of questions, and clinical grade# 

The experiment actually was unsa t I sf actory for several 
reasons: 111 The number of subjects was small because 

of the shortage of BOL; (2J Six of the subjects were new, 
and 4 of these proved to be non-responders (had no mental 
symptoms with the dose of LSD used) with resulting skewness 
In the statistics; 13) the results of Glnzel and Mayer-Gross 
suggest that cross-tolerance to LSD Is developing which 
likely would not be complete in 2 days. 

In the only 2 experienced subjects ava I lab le, the 
LSD reaction was almost totally blocked by pretreatment 
with BOL • 




